This essay attempts to provide a critical response to the recent essay by Elisabeth Porter concerning Australian refugee policy. Whilst it is acknowledged the current Australian Government stands condemned in many if not most aspects of foreign policy, it is suggested that there are a number of critical issues within the analysis by Elisabeth Porter which do require further attention, including, 1) the allegedly racist nature of Australian refugee policy, 2) the critique of mandatory detention, 3) the problem of secondary movers, and 4) the moral complexity of dealing justly and compassionately with asylum seekers. The writer agrees with Elisabeth Porter that the refugee problem is a global one, although it is concluded that it is precisely this global nature of the problem which means that local refugee solutions are not so simple, and that the enduring solutions ought to be regarded as global.
crucially, failure to raise the Australian national commitment to overseas aid to internationally accepted levels. However, having said this, it does seem that criticism of Australian refugee policy by Elisabeth Porter does raise a number of critical issues which do need to be addressed.
The first critical issue is the suggestion that the current refugee policy is in some way a racist one, either through being a reflection of a racist Australian society or a reflection of a racist Government. I believe such a suggestion is, on close examination, problematical. Of course, there are racist elements within Australian society. Moreover, it is difficult not to accept that in the most recent Federal Election the current Government attempted to use the issue of unauthorized arrivals in an attempt to attempt to gain electoral advantage. However this does not necessarily mean that the refugee policy itself is racist or is a conspiracy by a racist government.
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It is important to distinguish cause and effect. One immediate problem with the racist hypothesis is that the current refugee policy was introduced in 1992, by the previous ALP Government. Moreover implies that the period of detention needs to be extended, in order to allow the individual a right of appeal. This is not to say that mandatory detention is justifiable.
However appeals to seemingly straightforward notions of attentiveness don't really address the whole situation.
Is mandatory detention immoral? My response would be ultimately in the affirmative, that is, it is immoral. Yet the problem is that the nation-state system itself is ultimately an immoral one, in that refugees are a result of the nation-state system 9 and moreover it is the nation-state system which decrees that a person born in the Global South does not have the right automatically to come and enjoy the lifestyle or the Global North. The problem of unauthorized arrivals and refugees is ultimately part of the problem of global apartheid, 10 and it is this that we should be working to resolve. This cannot be accomplished precipitously, though an immediate declaration of open borders, but through a graduated yet specific commitment of the countries of the Global North towards global development, that is, a commitment away from a culture of war and violence towards a culture of peace. One of the immediate and tangible actions of countries of the Global North would be to commit to disarmament and to commit to the recommended United Nations levels of aid. The shame of the current Australian Government is that it refuses or fails to understand the importance of such a commitment to global culture of peace. It is in this, rather than in refugee policy as such, wherein the current Australian government ought to be most strongly condemned.
